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E-Services Home Attorney/Firm: PAPCSY JANOSOV ROCHE (428746) E-Mail: devir@myinjuryfirm.com Logout
° LEWIS, SCARLETT, ADMINISTRATRIX OF THE ESTATE OF J Et Al v. THE TOWN OF
E-Sarvices Inbox (5) & NNH-CV15-6075650-8 NEWTOWN Et Al !
- i . Prefix: NH5 Case Type: T90 File Date: 01/21/2015 Return Date: 01/27/2015
Superior Gourt E-Filing . i ; :
CivillFamily | CaseDetail | Notices | History | Scheduled Gourt Dates | Help Manual
Housing
Small Claims Ta receive an email when there is activity on this case, click here.¥

E-File a New Case
- Select Case Activity: | E-File a Pleading or Motion v/} |Go

E-File on an

Existing Case Information updated as of: 11/14/2018
By Docket Number
By Party Name Case Information
List My Cases Case Type: T80 - Torts - All other

- Court Location: New Haven JD

Court Events List Type: No List Type
By Date ‘Triat List Claim:
By Juris Number Last Action Date: 05/29/2018 (The “last action date" is the date the information was entered in the system}
By Docket Number

Short Calendars Disposition Information
Markings Entry Disposition Date: 05/07/2018
Markings History Disposition: SUMMARY JUDGMENT-DEFENDANT
My Short Calendars Judge or Magistrate: HON ROBIN WILSON

By Court Location £
Calendar Notices & I

Party & Appearance Information |

R No
My Shopping Cart (0} Pa Fee Party Party Type
My E-Filed Items o Party Category orY TP
;”ending P-01 SCARLETT LEWIS ADMINISTRATRIX OF THE ESTATE OF JESSE LEWIS Plaintiff Exgquton’
Foreclosure Sales @ Attorney: & PAPCSY JANOSQV ROCHE (428748} File Date; 01/21/2015 Adminisirator
B 53 EAST AVENUE
Search By Property Address NORWALK, CT 06851
- P-02 POZNER LEONARD ADMINISTRATOR OF THE ESTATE OF NOAH POZNER Plaintiff Executor/
Attorney: & PAPCSY JANOSOV ROCHE (428746} File Date: 01/21/2015 Administrator
53 EAST AVENUE
NORWALK, CT 06851
D-01 THE TOWN OF NEWTOWN Defendant Government
Attorney: € RYAN RYAN DELUCA LLP {052525)  File Date: 04/26/2015 Entity
707 SUMMER STREET
STAMFORD, CT 06901
Attorney: 8 PULLMAN & COMLEY LLC (047892} File Daie: 07/28/2017
850 MAIN STREET
PO BOX 7008
BRIBGEPORT, CT 06601
D-02 SANDY HOOK BOARD OF EDUCATION Defendant Government
Attorney: € RYAN RYAN DELUCA LLP (052525)  File Date: 61/26/2015 Eniity
707 SUMMER STREET
STAMFORD, CT 06801
Attorney: & PULLMAN & COMLEY LLC {047892) Fite Date: 07/28/2017
850 MAIN STREET
PO BOX 7006
BRIDGEPORT, CT 06601
D-03 SANDY HOOKX ELEMENTARY SCHOOL Defendant Government
REMOVED Entity
L-01 WILLIAM BRANDON SHANLEY Far Notice Person
REMOVED Only or
Proposed
Intervenor

https://efile.eservices.jud.ct.gov/CaseDetail/AttyCaseDetail.aspx7CRN=3614432 11/14/2018
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Viewing Documents on Civil, Housing and Small Claims Cases:

If there is an & in front of the docket number at the top of this page, then the file is electronic {paperless).

» Documents, court orders and judicial notices in electronic (paperless) civil, housing and small claims cases with a
return date on cor after January 1, 2014 are available publicly aver the internet.” For more information on what you
can view in all cases, view the Electronic Access te Court Documents Quick Card.

« For civil cases filed prior to 2014, court orders and judicial notices that are electronic are available publicly over the
internet. Orders can be viewed by selecting the link to the order from the list below. Netices can be viewed by
clicking the Notices tab above and selecting the fink.*

e Documents, court orders and judicial notices in an electronic {paperess) file can be viewed at any judicial district
courthouse during normal business hours.*

# Pleadings or other documents that are not electronic (paperless) can be viewed only during normal business hours
at the Clerk's Office in the Judicial District where the case is located.™

& An Affidavit of Debt is not available publicly over the intesnet on small claims cases filed before October 16, 2017.*

*Any documents protected by law Or by court order that are Not open to the public cannot be viewed by the public online
And can only be viewed in person at the clerk’s office where the file is located by those authorized by law or court arder te

see them.
Moticns / Pleadings / Documents / Case Status
EMY  Eije pate Jgﬂ—ed Description Arguabte
01/21/72015 P summons B
01/21/2015 P comMPLAINT B
01/21/2015 P RETURN OF SERVICE &
01/26/2015 D APPEARANCE &
Appearance
01/29/2015 ©  APPEARANCE &
Appearance
05/45/2015 cLAIMRECLAIM B
Claim/Reclaim
12115/2015 CLAMRECLAIV B
Claim/Reclaim
12/28/2015 cLamvrecLam
Claim/Reclaim
06/10/2016 ADMINISTRATIVE DOCUMENT &
Reiurn of documents to William Shanley
06/20/2016 APPEARANCE B
WILLIAM BRANDON SHANLEY
07/27/2016 ADMINISTRATIVE DOGUMENT &
Return of documents to William Shanley
09/05/2016 APPEARANGE
APPEARANCE FOR PURPOSE OF APPL FOR WAIVER OF FEES
12/21/2016 ADMINISTRATIVE DOCUMENT &
RETLURN OF DOCUMENTS
07/28/2017 D APPEARANCE B
Appearance
1111712017 CLAIM/RECLAIM &
Claim/Reclaim
101.00 02/26/2015 P REQUEST TO AMEND GOMPLAINT/AMENDMENT B No
102.00 02/24/205 D MQTION TO RISMISS PB 10-30 B Yes
103,00 02/24/2015 D MEMORANDUM IN SUPFORT OF MOTION & No
104.00 03/03/2015 P WITHDRAWAL OF ACTION AGAINST PARTICULAR DEFENDANT(S) - CASE No
REMAINS PENDING B
As To Sandy Heok Elementary School
106.00 03132015 D REQUEST TO REVISE & No
PLAINTIFFS' FIRST AMENDED GOMPLAINT
106.00 03/26/2018 P MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME TO PLEAD Ne

AT

https://efile.eservices.jud.ct.gov/CaseDetail/AttyCaseDetail.aspx7CRN=3614432 11/14/2018
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107.00 04/02/2015 D OBJECTION TO MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIVE B No
DEF'S RESPONSE TO PL'S MOT FOR EXT DOG. NO. 106.00
108.00 05/01/2015 0 MOTION FOR NONSUIT FOR FAILURE TO PLEAD B No
108.00 05/1/2015 P MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME RE DISCOVERY MOTION OR REQUEST No
PB CH13 &
110.00 05/12/20%5 P OBJECTION TO REQUEST TO REVISE 5 No
111.00 05/13/2015 P REQUEST TO AMEND COMPLAINT/AMENDMENT B No
Second Amendment
112.00 05/13/2015 P OBJECTION TO MOTION FOR NONsuIT No
Nonsuit for Failure to Plead to request to Revise
113,00 08/15/2015 P NOTICE No
of Filing Interrogatories and Production Requests
114.06 052012015 D pepLy B No
Re: PI's Motion for Ext of Time Doc. 109.00
115.00 05/28/2015 D  REQUEST TO EXTEND TIME TO RESPOND TQ INTERROGATORIES OR No
PRODUGTION REQ P.B. 13-7{a){2}13-10(a}(2)
116.00 06/03/2015 D  REQUEST TC REVISE & No

Plaintiffs Second Amended Complaint

117.00 06/18/2015 D OBJECTION TO INTERROGATORIES/PRODUCTION PB 13-8 and 13-10 & No

118.00 06/18/2015 D OBJECTION TO INTERROGATORIES/FRODUGTION PB 13-8 and 13-10 5 Ne
Objection to Plaintiffs First Set of Reguests for Production

119.00 06/24/2015 P MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME TO PLEAD & No
RESULT: Denied 7/6/2015 HON ANTHONY TRUGLIA

119.05 07/06/2015 C  orper B No
RESULT: Denied 7/6/2015 HON ANTHONY TRUGLIA

120.00 06/25/2015 P MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER PB 13-5 5 No

121.00 07/07/2015 D MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME RE DISCOVERY MOTION OR REQUEST No

PB CH13

RESULT: Order 7/24/2015 HON DAN SHABAN

121.05 07/24/2015 € orpER B No

RESULT: Order 7/24/2015 HON DAN SHABAN

122,00 07/07/2016 D WITHDRAWAL OF MOTION & No
121.00 Motion for Extension of Time re: Discovery

123.60 Q7/07/2015 D MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME RE DISCOVERY MOTION OR REQUEST No
PB GH13 &
This Motion replaces Motion Doc. Entry No. 121.00
RESULT: Granted 7/24/2015 HON DAN SHABAN

123,05 07/24/2015 ¢ grDER B No
RESULT: Granted 7/24/2015 HON DAN SHABAN

124.00 07/30/2015 P OBJECTION TO REQUEST TO REVISE B No
Plaintiffs' Second Amended Complaiint
RESULT: Order 8/25/2016 HON SHEILA OZALIS

124.05 08/25/2016 C  ORDER & No
RESULT: Order 8/25/2016 HON SHEILA OZALIS

125.00 08/10/2015 P MOTION TO QUASH 5 No
subpecna
RESULT: Order 2/14/2015 HON SHEILA OZALIS

125.05 08/28/2015 ¢ oRroDER B No
RESULT: Order 8/28/2015 HON SHEILA OZALIS

12510 09/14/2015 €  pRrpDER & No
RESULT: Order 9/14/2015 HON SHEILA OZALIS

126.00 08/10/2015 P ExHiBTs B No

Exhibit A for Motion to Quash Subpeena

127.00 08/14/2015 D MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME RE DISCOVERY MOTION OR REQUEST No

pe cH13 B
Pl's I&Ps dated May 15, 2015
RESULT: Grder 9/3/2615 HON DAN SHABAN

A3

https://efile.eservices.jud.ct.gov/CaseDetail/ AttyCaseDetail.aspx?CRN=3614432 11/14/2018




Case Detail - NNH-CV15-6075650-S Page 4 of 9
127.05 09/03/2015 oroer & Mo
RESULT: Crder 9/3/2015 HON DAN SHABAN
128.00 €8/21/2015 OBJECTION TO MOTION B No
o Quash
RESULT: Order 9/14/2015 HON SHEILA OZALIS
128.05 00/08/2015 oRrDER & No
RESULT: Order 9/8/2015 HON SHEILA OZALIS
128.10 09/M14/2015 ORPER 5 No
RESULT: Order €/14/2015 HON SHEILA OZALIS
128.00 08/21/2015 REPLY & Na
To Objection To Motion Te Quash
130.00 08/24/2015 ExHIBITS B N
Ta Reply To Objection Ta Motion To Quash
131.00 08/24/2015 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER PE 13-5 & No
RESULT: Order 9/14/2015 HON SHEILA OZALIS
131.05 09/08/2015 orpER & No
RESULT: Order 9/8/2015 HON SHEILA OZALIS
131,10 09/14/2015 ORDER & No
RESULT; Order 9/14/2015 HON SHEILA OZALIS
132.00 08/24/2015 ExHIBITS B No
To Motion For Protective Order
133.00 09/03/2015 OBJECTION TO MOTION B No
For Protective Order
RESULT: Qrder 9/14/2015 HON SHEILA QZALIS
133.05 09/08/2015 orper & No
RESULT: Order 9/8/2015 HON SHEILA OZALIS
133.10 0SM4/2015 ORDER 7 No
RESULT;: Order 9/14/2015 HON SHEILA OZALIS
134,00 08/04/2015 repLyY & No
To Objection Te Motion For Protective Order
135.00 09/14/2015 MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME RE DISCOVERY MOTION OR REQUEST  No
Pe cH13 B
136.00 09/16/2015 OBJECTION TO MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME & No
To Defendants' Fifth Extension of Time Regarding Dsicovery
137,00 08/21/2015 REPLY B No
TO PLAINTIFFS' ORJECTIONS TO DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR EXT OF
TIME
138.00 09/22/2015 SUPPLEMENTAL RETURN 5 No
And Affidavit of Action Not Lost
139,00 08/22/2015 EXHIBITS & No
Exhibit A to Supllemental Return and Affidavit of Action Not Lost
140.C0 08/22/2015 ORJEGTION TO INTERROGATORIES/PRODUCTION PR 13-8 and 13-10 & No
141.00 08/22/2018 OBJECTION TO INTERROGATORIES/PRODUCTION PB 13-8 and 13-10 & No
142.00 08/22/2015 RepLY B No
To Defendants' Reply To Plaintiffs’ Objection to Defendants’ Moticn for Extension
of Time
143.00 09/22/2015 ExHIBITS B No
exhibit A to plaintiffs' reply to defendants’ reply te extension of time
144.00 12/15/2015 SCHEDULING ORDER & Na
RESULT;: Order 12/15/2015 HON SHEILA OZALIS
145.00 06/13/2018 OFFER OF COMPROMISE No
As to Jesse Lewis
146.0C 06/13/2016 OFFER OF compromIsE B No
As to Noah Pozner
147.00 06/20/2016 MOTION TO APFEAR AS ANICUS CURIAE B No
MOTION TO FILE AMICUS CURIAE BRIEF
RESULT: Denied 8/3/2016 HON DAN SHABAN
Last Updated: Additional Description - 06/21/2016
https://efile.eservices.jud.ct.gov/CaseDetail/AttyCaseDetail.aspx?CRN=3614432 11/14/2018
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147.05

08/03/2016

ORDER &
RESULT: Denied 8/3/2016 HON DAN SHABAN

Page 5 of 9

No

147.10

08/03/2016

MEMORANDUM OF DECISION &
RE: MOTION TO APPEAR AS AMICUS GURIAE {#147)
RESULT: Order 8/2/2016 HON DAN SHABAN

No

148.00

06/21/2016

MOTION FOR CONTINUANCE &
Of June 28, 2016 Pretrial
RESULT: Granted 6/21/2016 HON SHEILA OZALIS

No

148.056

06/21/2016

orpeR &
re: order on #148
RESULT: Granted 6/21/2016 HON SHEILA OZALIS

No

149.00

07/22/2016

MOTION FOR CONTINUANCE 5
RESULT: Order 7/22/2016 HON SHEILA OZALIS

No

149.05

07/22{20186

orRoER &
Re: order on #149.00
RESULT: Order 7/22/2016 HON SHEILA OZALIS

Ne

150.00

Q07/2212016

CASEFLOW REQUEST (JD-CV-116) &
RESULT: Order 7/28/2016 HON SHEILA OZALIS

No

150.05

Q7/26/2016

ORDER &
re: order on #150.00
RESULT: Order 7/25/2048 HON SHEILA QZALIS

No

180.10

07/29/2018

ORDER &
additional order on #150.00
RESULT: Order 7/29/2016 HON SHEILA OZALIS

No

150.60

08/3G/2016

MOTION FOR WAIVER &
RESULT: Granted 8/31/2016 HON DAN SHABAN

No

151.00

09/01/2016

REVISED COMPLAINT &

Request To Revise and Revised Third Complaint in accordance with 08.26.2016

order on Req. To Revise

No

152.00

10/14/2016

ANSWER AND SPECIAL DEFENSE &
TO REVISED THIRD COMPLAINT

No

153.0C

10/14/2016

GLAIM FOR JURY OF 6 &

No

164.00

10/26/2016

MOTION TO MODIFY SCHEDULING ORDER &/
With new Scheduling Order signed by all parties aitached as "Exhibit A"
RESULT: Order 14/7/2016 HON SHEILA QZALIS

No

154.0%

11/07/20186

ORDER &
RESULT: Order 11/7/2016 HON SHEILA OZALIS

Mo

1565.00

10/26/2016

ExHEiTs B
Exhibit A to Motion to Madify Scheduling Order

No

156.00

11/01/2016

MOTION TO STRIKE &
Defendanis' Third and Fourth Special Defenses and Memo of Law
RESULT: Denied 12/29/2016 HON ANTHONY TRUGLIA

Yes

156.06

12/29/2016

orper B
RESULT: Denied 12/29/2016 HON ANTHONY TRUGLIA

No

167.00

12132018

OBJEGTION TO MOTION B
TO STRIKE DEFENDANTS' SPECIAL DEFENSES

No

158,00

06/15/2017

DISCLOSURE OF EXPERT WITNESS B
Kenneth S, Trump, M.P.A.

No

159,00

06/15/2017

DISCLOSURE OF EXPERT WITNESS
Joseph Versteeg

No

160.00

06/16/2017

MOTION FOR PERMISSION TO FILE BRIEF LONGER THAN PERMITTED BY No

RULE PB 4-6
Re Forthcoming Brief in Support of Matien for Summary Judgment
RESULT: Granted 8/26/2017 HON SHEILA OZALIS

160.05

06/26/2017

ORDER &
re: order on motion #16G
RESULT: Granted 6/26/2017 HON SHEILA QZALIS

No

161.00

06/23/2017

CASEFLOW REQUEST (JD-CV-116) ]

Reguest for Immediate Adjudication re Motion to File Outsized Brief {Dockat No.

160.00)
RESULT: Granted 6/26/2017 HON SHEILA OZALIS

No

AS

https://efile.eservices.jud.ct.gov/CaseDetail/AttyCaseDetail.aspx?CRN=3614432

11/14/2018
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169.05 08/25/2017 C  orper D No

re: crder on #161
RESULT: Granted 6/26/2017 HON SHEILA OZALIS

162.00 06/30/2017 @ MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT & Yes
RESULT: Granted 5/7/2018 HON ROBIN WILSON

16210 12M1/2017 ¢ QRDER B No

Watermari

RESULT: Off 42/18/2017 HON ROBIN WILSON

162.20 12M8/2017 € ORDER T No
RESULT: Off 12/18/2017 HON ROBIN WILSON

162.30 05/07/2018 C  orpER B No
RESULT: Granied 5/7/2018 HON ROBIN WILSON

16240 05/07/2018 C  MEMORANDUM OF DECISION ON MOTION & No
RESULT: Order 5/7/2018 HON ROBIN WILSON

163.00 06/30/2017 D MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION & No
FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

164.00 07/06/2017 P MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME 5 No

To Fite Objection Fo Summary Judgment
RESULT: Granted 7/27/2017 HON SHEILA OZALIS

164.05 07/27/12017 C  oRroer B No
RESULT: Granted 7/27/2017 HON SHEILA OZALIS

165.00 07/21/2017 D MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER P8 13-5 5 No
And Motion to Quash Pompano, Feda, and Robinson Depositions
RESULT: Granted 8/1/2017 HON ANTHONY TRUGLIA

165.05 08/01/2017 C  gQRDER B No
RESULT: Granted 8/1/2017 HON ANTHONY TRUGLIA

166.00 07/27/2017 P OBJECTION TO MOTION & No
For Protective Ordes/To Quash
RESULT: Overruled 8/1/2097 HON ANTHONY TRUGLIA

166.06 08/01/2017 C ORDER @ No
RESULT: Overruled 8/1/2017 HON ANTHONY TRUGLIA

167.00 O7/2712017 P EXHIBITS B No
Exhibit A to Objection to Mation for Prolectivve Qrder/Order to Quash

168.00 07/27/20%7 P EXHIBITS & No
Exhibit B to Objection to Mstion for Protective Order/Order to Quash

169.00 07/27/2017 P EXHIBITS B No

Exhibit C to Objection te Matien for Protective Order/Order to Quash

170.00 Q7/27/2097 P CASEFLOW REQUEST (JD-CV-116) B2 No
For immediate Hearing/Ruling on Motion for Protective Order and Objection
RESULT: Granted 7/27/2017 HON SHEILA OZALIS

170.05 07/27/2017 G orper 5 No
re: order on #170.00
RESULT: Granted 7/27/2017 HON SHEILA OZALIS

171.00 07/31/2017 O repLy 5 No

TOQ PLAINTIFFS? OBJECTION TO MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER AND
MOTION TO QUASH

172.00 08/01/2017 P MOTION RE DEPQSITION B No
Motion to COmpel Defendants’ Expert Depositions within Scheduling Grder
RESULT: Granted 8/16/2017 HON ANTHONY TRUGLIA

172,05 08MB/2017 C  QRDER No
RESULT: Granted 8/16/2017 MON ANTHONY TRUGLIA
173.00 08/01/2017 ®  ExHiEiTs B No

Exhibit A to PLaintiffs' Motion to COmpel Defendants’ Expert Depositions within
Scheduling Order

174.00 08/10/2017 P NOTICE OF SERVICE OF REQUEST FOR ADMISSION PB 13-22 5 No
Plaintiffs' Service of Requests for Admission on the Defendants, Town of
Newtown and Newtowr: BOE

17500 08M10/2017 P MOTION FOR ORDER OF COMPLIANCE - PB SEC 13-14 (FAIL APPEAR No

pep) &
Supplement to Plaintiffs’ Motion to Compei Deposition of Defendants’ Experts
within Scheduling Crder

Al

https://efile.eservices.jud.ct.gov/CaseDetail/AttyCaseDetail.aspx7CRN=3614432 11/14/2018
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176.00

08/10/2017

CASEFLOW REQUEST (JD-CV-116} B
For Status Conference Regarding Numerous issues
RESULT: Order 8/14/2017 HON ANTHONY TRUGLIA

Page 7 of 9

No

176.05

08/14/2017

orpER B
re. order on #1756
RESULT: Crder 8/14/2017 HON ANTHONY TRUGLIA

No

177.00

08/11/2017

OBJECTION TO MOTION &
Objection to Motion to Compe? Expert Depositions

No

178.00

08/14/2017

REPLY &
Reply To Defendants' Objection To Plaintiffs' Motion to Compel Defendants’
Expert Depositions

No

179.00

08/15/2017

MOTION TO INSPECT &
Evidence held by Ct State Police
RESULT: Order 8/21/2017 HON ANTHONY TRUGLIA

No

179.05

08/21/2017

orpER T
order re: #179.00
RESULT: Order 8/24/2017 HON ANTHONY TRUGLIA

No

180.C0

081572017

exHBITS B
Exhibit A to Plaintiffs' Motion {o Inspect

No

181.00

08/15/2017

ExHiBITS B
Exhibit B to Plaintiffs’ Motion to Inspect

No

182.00

08/156/2017

EXHIBITS
Exhibit C to Plaintiffs’ Motion to Inspect

Na

183.00

08/15/2017

exHislTs B
Exhibit D to Plairtiffs' Motion to Inspect

No

184.00

08/M6/2017

ORDER &
RESULT: Order 8/16/2017 HON ANTHONY TRUGLIA

Ne

185.00

08/18/2017

repLy B
Reply to Mation to Inspect

No

186,00

08/21/2017

ReEPLY &
To Defendants' Reply to Plaintiffs’ Motion to Inspect

No

187.00

08/23/2017

CASEFLOW REQUEST (JD-Cv-116) &

Caseflow Request Excusing Adminstrator, Pozner from Mediation, b/c lives in
FL. Avaitable by phone.

RESULT: Qrder 8/25/2017 HON DAN SHABAN

No

187.05

08/26/2017

ORDER &
ra: order on #1687
RESULT: Order 8/25/2017 HON DAN SHABAN

No

188.00

09/06/2047

OBJEGTION TO REQUEST B
Defendants' Objections to Requests for Admission

No

188.00

1002712017

COMPLEX LITIGATION APPLICATION {JD-CV-38} B
Request for Transfer to Complex Litigation
RESULT: Denied 11/20/20%7 HON JAMES ABRAMS

No

189.05

14/20/2017

ORDER &
RESULT: Denied 11/20/2017 HON JAMES ABRAMS

No

190.00

10/27/2017

MOTION FOR CONTINUANCE &

OFf Obj. to Summary Judgment due to release of 4,500 pages of declassified FBI

docs this week
RESULT: Off 11/8/2017 HON DAN SHABAN

No

19C.05

11/08/2017

oRDER &
RESULT: Off 11/8/2017 HON DAN SHABAN

No

191.00

10/30/12017

MOTION FOR CONTINUANCE B

Supplement to Motion # 18¢.00 Maticn to Continue Deadline to Respond to
Summary Judgment

RESULT: Off 11/8/2017 HON DAN SHABAN

No

191.05

11/08/2017

ORDER &
RESULT: Off 11/8/2017 HON DAN SHABAN

No

192,00

10431/2017

OBJECTION TO TRANSFER TO COMPLEX LITIGATION &
RESULT: Sustained 11/20/2017 HON JAMES ABRAMS

No

192.05

11/20/2017

oRDER &
RESULT Sustained 11/20/2017 HON JAMES ABRAMS

No

A%

https://efile.eservices.jud.ct.gov/CaseDetail/AttyCaseDetail.aspx?CRN=3614432
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Case Detail - NNH-CV15-6075650-S Page 8 of 9

193.00 103172017 D QRJECTION TO MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME No
Objection to Motions in Entries 190.00 and 191.00

194.00 11/01/2017 P RESPONSE TO MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT B No
Objection To Motion Fer Summary Judgment

185.00 11/01/2017 P RESPONSE TO MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT & No
Memorandum of Law in Support of Objection fo Motion for Summary Judgment

196.00 11/01/2017 P EXHIBITS B No
Exhibit A {o Objection to Motion for Summary Judgrment

$97.00 11/0%4/2017 P exHiBITS B No
Exhibit B 1o Objection to Motion for Summary Judgment

198.00 t40v2017 P EXHIBITS No
Exhikit C to Objection to Motion for Summary Judgment

199.00 11012017 P gxMIBITS & No
Exhitit D to Gbjection to Motion for Summary Judgment

200.00 11/01/2017 P gxHieiTs B No
Exhibit E to Objection te Motion for Summary Judgment

201.00 11/01/2017 P gxHiBITS B No
Exhibit F to Objection to Mction for Summary Judgment

202,00 11/01/2017 P gxHiBITS B No
Exhibit G to Objection o Motion for Summary Judgment

203.00 11/01/2017 P expigiTs No
Exhibit H to Objection to Motion for Summary Judgment

204.00 11/01/2017 P EXHIBITS & Mo
Exhibit | to Objection to Motion for Summary Judgment

205.00 11/01/2017 P EXHIBITS & No
Exhibit J to Objection to Motion for Summary Judgment

205.00 11012017 P pxpisics B No
Exhibit K to Cbhjection to Mation for Surmmary Judgment

207.00 11/01/2017 P ExHIBITS No
Exhibit L to Objection to Motion for Summary Judgment

208.00 1401/2017 P gxumiTs B No
£xhibit M to Objection o Motien for Summary Judgment

200.00 11/01/20%7 P gxmiBlTs B No
Exhibit N to Objection fc Mation for Summary Judgrnent

210.00 11/01/2017 P exHBITS B No
Exhibit O o Objection to Mction for Summary Judgment

211.00 110172017 P gxmieiTs & No
Exhibit P to Plaintiff's Objection to Motion for Summary Judgment

212.00 11152017 D gepLy & No
TO PLAINTIFF'S OBJECTION TO MOTICN FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

213.00 1129/2017 D cASEFLOW REQUEST (JD-cv-116) & No
Request for Status Conference on 12/7/17
RESULT: Granted 12/4/2017 HON ROBIN WILSON

213.10 12/04/2017 C  grper B No
RESULT: Granted 12/4/2017 HON ROBIN WILSON

214.00 11/28/2017 ¢ orDER B No
RESULT: Order 11/28/2017 HON DAN SHABAN

215.33 11/28/2017 C TRANSFERRED FROM SUPERIOR COURT JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF No

DANBURY

216.33 11/28/2017 € TRANSFERRED TO SUPERIOR COURT JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF NEW HAVEN No

217.00 12711/2017 ¢ orper & No
RESULT: Order 1211172017 HON ROBIN WILSON

218.00 12/22/217 P REPLY MEMORANDUM@ No
To Defendants' Reply to Plaintiffs’ Objection to Summary Judgment

219.00 121222017 P expeits B No
Ex. A to Plaintiffs' Reply Brief o Defendanis' Reply to Plaintiffs' Objection to

Summary Judgment

Ard

https://efile.eservices.jud.ct.gov/CaseDetail/AttyCaseDetail.aspx?CRN=3614432 11/14/2018



Case Detail - NNH-CV15-6075650-S Page 9 of 9

220.00 12/2212017 P gxuBITS & Nc
Ex. B to Plaintiffs' Reply Brief to Defendants’ Reply to Plaintiffs’ Objecticn fo
Summary Judgment
221.00 01/02/2018 0  RgpLY & No

DEFENDANTS? RESPONSE TO PLAINTIFFS? REPLY TO DEFENDANT?S
REPLY TO OBJECTION TO MQTION FOR SJ

222.00 01/09/2018 P SCHEDULING ORDER BY AGREEMENT C50,T02,T03,7T11,T12,T61,v01,v04, No

V09 CASES
Proposed Amended Scheduling Order by Agreement of the Parties
RESULT: Order 1/9/2018 HON ROBIN WILSON

222,10 01/09/2018 ¢ QRDER & No
RESULT: Order 1/9/2018 HON ROBIN WILSON

223.00 04/17/2018 D MOTION FOR PERMISSION TO FILE BRIEF & No
Supplemental Brief to Motion for Summary fudgment Based on Recent
Appellate Court Decision
RESULT: Denied 4/18/2018 HON ROBIN WILSON

223.10 04/18/2018 C  oRpER 5 No
RESULT: Denied 4/18/2018 HON ROBIN WILSON

224.00 04/4B/2018 P OBJECTION B No
To Motion for Permissian to File Supplemental Brief by Defendants

225.00 05/07/2018 C  SUMMARY JUDGMENT-.DEFENDANT & No
RESULT: HON ROBIN WILSON

226.00 05/25/20%8 P LETTER B No

227.00 05/25/2018 P APPEAL TO APPELLATE COURT ALL FEES PAID & Mo

228.00 05/20/2018 C  QRDER B No

RESULT: Order 5/29/2018 HON ROBIN WILSON

Scheduled Court Dates as of 11/13/2018

NNH-CV15-6075660-5 - LEWIS, SCARLETT, ADMINISTRATRIX OF THE ESTATE OF J Et Al v. THE TOWN OF
NEWTOWN Et Al

# Date Time Event Description Status

No Events Scheduled

Judicial ADR events may be heard in a court that is different from the court where the case is filed. To check
location information about an ADR event, select the Notices tab on the top of the case detail page.

Matters that appear on the Shert Calendar and Family Support Magistrate Calendar are shown as scheduled
court events on this page, The date displayed on this page is the date of the calendar,

All matters on a family support magistrate calendar are presumed ready to go forward.

The status of a Short Calendar matter is not displayed because it is determined by markings made by the
parties as required by the calendar notices and the civil? or family® standing orders. Markings made
electronically can be viewed by those who have electronic access through the Markings History link on the
Civil/Family Menu in E-Services. Markings made by telephone can only be obtained through the clerk’s office. If
more than one motion is on a single short calendar, the calendar will be Jisted once on this page. You can see
mare information on matters appearing on Short Calendars and Family Support Magistrate Calendars by going
to the Civil/Family Case Look-Up# page and Short Calendars By Juris Number® or By Court Locationd®.

Periodic changes to terminology that do not affect the status of the case may be made.
This list does not constitute or replace official notice of scheduled court events.

Disclaimer: For civil and family cases statewide, case information can be seen on this website for a period of
time, from one year to a maximum period of ten years, afier the disposition date. If the Connecticut Practice
Book Sections 7-10 and 7-11 give a shorter period of time, the case information will be displayed for the shorter
period. Under the Federal Violence Against Women Act of 20085, cases for relief from physical abuse, foreign
protective orders, and mations that weuld be likely to publicly reveal the identity or location of a protected party
may not be displayed and may be available oniy at the couris.

Copyright @ 2018, State of Conneclicut Judicial Branch

https://efile.eservices.jud.ct.gov/CaseDetail/AttyCaseDetail.aspx?CRN=3614432 11/14/2018



SUNMONS - CIVIL STATE OF CONNECTICUT

JD-CV-1 Rev. 8-14

SUPERIOR COURT See other side for instructions

C.G.S. §§ 51-346, 51-347, 51348, §1-350, 52-45a, W, ud. L gov

52-48. 52.259, PB.
] "X" if amount, legal interest or property in demand, not including interest and

Secs. 3-1 through 3-21, 8-1
TC: Any proper officer; BY AUTHORITY OF THE

costs is less than $2,500. STATE OF CONNECTICUT, you are hereby
] "X" it amount, legal interest or property in demand, not including interest and commanded to make due and legal service of
costs is $2,500 or more. this Summeons and attached Complaint.

[] " if claiming other refief in addition to or in lieu of money or damages.

Address of court clerk where writ and other papers shall be filed (Number, street, fown and zip code) | Telephone numberof clerk fvith | Return Date (Must be a Tuesday}

{C.G.5 §5 51-346, 57-350) area code)

146 White St., Danbury, CT 068140 ( 203 )207—8600 Januaalgmh 5; 2 111:5
_D Judicial District GA At (Town in which vwritis returnable) (C.G.8. §§ 51-346, 51-349) Case type code {See fist on page 2}

[ ] Housing Session [ Number: Danbury Major: T Minor: 90

For the Plaintiff{s) please enter the appearance of:

Name and address of attornay, law firm or plaintiff if self-represented  {Number, street, town and zip code) Juris number (to be entered by altormey aniy)

Papcsy Janosov Roche, 53 East Avenue, Norwaik, CT 06851 428746 '

Telephone number (with area code) Signature of Plaintifi (If self-represented)

{203 ) 642.3888

The attorney or law firm appearing for the plaintiif, or the plaindiff if
seif-represented, agrees to accept papers {service} elacironicatly in [:] Yes [:[ No
ihis case under Section 10-13 of the Connecticut Practice Boek.

Ermail address for delivery of papers under Section 10-13 {if agreed (o)

Number of Plaintiffs: 2 Number of Defendants: 3 [[] Form JD-CV-2 attached for additional parties
Parties Name (Last, First, Middle fnitial} and Address of Each party (Number; Street; P.O. Box; Town; State; Zip; Coumniry, If nof USA)
First Name: The Estate of Jesse Lewls, Scarlett Lewls as Administratrix P-01
Plaintiff Address: 6 Great Ring Rd., Sandy Hook, CT 06482
Additional |Name: The Estate of Noah Pozner, Leonard Pozner as Administrator P02
Plaintiff Address: 261 S, Main 5t., #332, Newtown, CT 06470
First Name: THE TOWN OF NEWTOWN D-01
Defendant | Address: TQWN CLERK: Debble Aurelia Halstead, Newtown Municipal Center, 3 Primrose 8t., Newtown, CT 06470
Additional | Name: SANDY HOOK BOARD OF EDUCATION D-02
Defendant | Address: SUPERINTENDANT:;JOSEPH ERADI, JR., Newton Municipal Center, 3 Primrose 81., Newtown, CT 06470
Additional | Name: SANDY HOOK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL D-03
Defendant | Address: PRINCIPAL.: SANDY GOMBOS, 375 Fan Hill Rd., Monroe, CT 06468
Additional Name: D-04
Defendant | Address:

Notice to Each Defendant

1. YOU ARE BEING SUED. This paper is a Summaons in a lawsuit. The complaint attached to these papers slates the claims that each plaintiff is making
against you in this lawsuit, ’

2, To be notified of further proceedings, you or your aitorney must file a form called an "Appearance” with the clerk of the above-named Court at the above
Court address on or before the second day after the above Réturn Date, The Return Date is not a hearing date. You do not have to come o court on the
Return Date unless you receive a separate notice telling you to come to court.

3. If you or your attorney do not file a written “Appearance” form on time, a judgment may be entered against you by default, The “Appearance" form may be
obtained at the Court address above or at wwiv.jud.ct.gov under "Court Forms."

4. If you believe that you have insurance that may cover the claim that is being made against you in this lawsuit, you should immediately contact your
insurance renresentative, Other action vou may have o take js degeribed in the Connecticit Practice Book which may be found in a superier court law
library or on-line at www jud.ct.gov under "Court Rules.”

5. [f you have questions about the Summons and Complaint, you shouid talk to an attorney gquickly. The Clerk of Court is not allowed to give advice on

legal questions. y

Signed {Sign and Wper—baa} ‘1 Commissioner of the | Name of Person Signing at Left Date signed
: uperior Court
Kﬁf—%// Asgistam pad DONALD A, PAPCSY, ESQ. 12.12.2014
For Court Uss Only

"-tf-this-Suérr{tﬁs is signsd‘fs’y a Clerk:

a. The signing 7% Been done so that the Plaintiff(s) will not be denied accass to the courts. Fita Date

b. It is the responsibility of the Plaintifi(s) to see that service is made in the manner provided by law.

¢. The Clerk Is not permitted to give any legal advice in connectian with any lawsuit,

d. The Clerk signing this Summons at the reqitest of the Plaintiff(s} is not responsible In any way for any errors or omissions
in the Summons, any allegations contained in the Complaint, or the service of the Summons or Camplaint.

| certify | have read and | Sianed (SelfRepresented Piaintiffy Date
understand the above:

MName and address of person recogaized 1o prosecute in the amount.of $250
Devin WkJanUsvv\liicg., .S}Qast Avenue,ﬂ,orwalk, CT 08851

Signed Toiclal faking recdgniz3eene] properbox) Commis-“:? nerrtcf the | Dale Docket Number
uperior Cou
.D Asslistant Clerk 12.12.2014

%
D
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RETURN DATE: JANUARY 27, 2015 ¢ SUPERIOR COURT

THE ESTATE OF JESSL LEWIS, SCARLISTT : 1D OF DANBURY
LEWIS AS ADMINISTRATRIN AND NI1L :

HESLIN AS CO-ADMINSTRATOR; THE

ESTATE OF NOAH POZNER, LEONARD

POZNIER AS ADMINISTRATOR

V. : AT DANBURY

THE TOWN OF NEWTOWN, [IT AL, : DECEMBIR 12,2014

COMPLAINT

FIRST COUNT (ITHE ESTATE OF JESSE LEWIS, SCARLETT LEWIS AS
ADMINISRATRIX, NEIL HESLIN AS CO-ADMINISTRATOR, against THE
NEWTOWN BOARD OF EDUCATION)

L. Plamiff, SCARLETT LEWIS is the duly appointed Admintstratrix of the Bstate of her son,
JESSE LEWIS and NEIL HESLIN is co-administrator of the estate (hereinafter, “JI3SSE

LEWIS™).

12

Defendant, THE NEWTOWN BOARD OF EDUCATION (Hereinafter referred to as
“BOARD?), was, upon information and belief, an elected Municipal Board, constituted and
convened for purposes including, but not limited to, the implementation and administration of
policies, procedures, and/or statutory and legal mandates concerning the delivery of public
educarion, supetvision and safery of students attending public schools in the TOWN QF
NEWTOWN, including SANDY HOOK ELEMENTARY SCHOOIL; and was a vital

participant in disseminating the safety policies and procedures for SANDY HOOK

A\




o

ELEMENTARY SCHOOL from the TOWN OF NEWTOWN to THE SANDY HOOK
ELEMENTARY SCHOOIL.

At all material times herein, DAVID FLEISHMAN was the TOWN OFF NEX TOWNS
Superintendent of Schools, and was responsible for coordinating, implementing, and
communicating THIL BOARID'S policies, procedures, regulations, directives, and statutory and
legal mandates, among the TOWN OF NEWTOWN?S individual schools, including S.ANDY
HOOK ELEMDENTARY SCHOOL and was also responsible for the hiring, training,
supervision, professional development and general guidance of the Newtown public schools’
teachers, educational assistants and employees as dictated by THI: BOARD.

Arall material times hetein, DAVID FLETSHMAN, as the TOWN OF NEWTOWNS
superintendent was responsible for the operation, supervision, control and safety of students
and for managing the entire TOWN OF NEWTOWN’S Public School system, oversecing
school administrators’ management of day-today operations of individual schools, including,
SANDY HOOK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL, and acting as liaison between the individual
schools and Defendant, THIE BOARID, via their agents, servants, employees, or representatives,
while THE TOWN OF NEWTOWN, THE NEWTOWN BOARD OF EDUCNTION and
THE SANDY HOOK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL were responsible for the creation,
maintenance, supervision, operation, and/or control, of the NEWTOWN PUBLIC SCHOOLS’

safery guidelines, and the implementation of same.

A
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5.

At all material times herein the superintendent was an agent, servant, employee, or other
represeatative of the Defendant, THE BOARD, and/or THE TOWN O NEWTOWN.

At all marterial times herein the Defendant, THE BOARID, was under a legal and mirsterial duty
to create, enforce, and abide by a collecrion of rules and regulations concesning various
employee and student conduct, allegations, investigations, penalties, and to ensuse student safety
and well-being under C.G.S, 3877 10-233, 10-220, 10-220f, and 10-221, and failed to do so under
C.GS.E52-557n.

At all material times herein the Defendant, THE BOARD, under the requirements of CGS 7 10-
220f insticuted school safety policies and procedures which left no area for discretion by its staff
and/or agents, concerning the safety of the schools in the Newtown Public School District,
including the “lock-down” and evacuation plan previously practiced, but neves implemented on
December 14, 2012, by the SANDY HOOK LELEMENTARY staff; the failure of which to
implement resulted in the death of twenty (20 students, including JESSE LIXWIS.

The Defendant, THL BOARD, failed to provide the staff of SANDY HOOK ELEMENTARY
SCHOOL, with the necessary information, tools, and training to propetly implement the safety
protocols previously established by THIE TOWN OF NEWTOWN, THLE BOARD and
SANDY HOOK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL, thereby making it so that the SANDY HOOK.
ELEMENTARY SCHOOIL staff in rooms cight (8} and ten (105 were unable to implement said
obligatory safety protocols on December 14, 2012 when an intruder, ADAM LANZA entered

the buidding.

L]
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9.

10.

1.

The Defendant, THYE BOARD, through its agents and employees, failed to provide a substitute
teacher, or teacher, in classtoom eight (8) of ten (10) with a key to lock the door to said
classtoom, or the proper training regarding the mandatory “lock-down™ and evacuation plan the
teachers were to follow should an intruder enter the school premises, making it impossible for
said substitute teacher or teacher to follow the ministegial duty of implementing the safety
protocols established by THIEL TOWN OF NEWTOWN, THE BOARD and SANDY HOOK
BLEMENTARY SCHOOL when the intruder’s presence became unmistakably known, and the
danger to the identifiable class of victims in rooms ecight (8) and ten (10) became imminenr and
readily apparent to the saff of SANDY HOOK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL..

The Defendant, THE BOARD as agents and employees of THIL TOWN O NEWTOWN,
fadled to provide the SANDY HOOK BLEMENTARY SCHOOL with doors to the even
numbered classrooms that could be locked from the inside; and instead these doors to the even
—numbered classrooms had to be locked from the ourside through the use of a key, thereby
making it impaossible for the teachers of SANDY HOOK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL to follow
the ministerial duty of locking down the school and evacuating students when the intruder,
ADAM LANZLVS, presence became unmisiakably known, and the danger to the identifiable
class of victims in rooms cight (8) and ten (10) became imminent and readily apparent to the

staff of SANDY HOOK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL, in violation of C.G.8. 752-557n.

“The Defendant, THI: BOARD, as agents and emplovees of THE TOWN OF NEWTOWN,

failed to provide the SANDY HOOK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL with a secure front entrance,

A\




leaving a non-security glass window, with measurements of neardy three (3) feet wide by four (4)
feet high directly next to the locked doors of the school; essentially rendering the locking of the
school doors at the outset of the school day itrelevant and impotent in the cffectuation of the
school “lock-down” plan established by the TOWN OF NEWTOWN, THE BOARID, and

THIZ SANDY HOOK BLEMENTARY SCHOOQL, in violation of C.G.S. §52-557n.

. The Defeadant, THE BOARD as agents and emplovees of THIS TOWN OF NEWTOWN,

was negligent in that it failed to follow or provide its school systems with the necessary tools to
implement the security and safety guidelines which THE BOARD, THE TOWN OF
NEWTOWN and THE SANDY HOOK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL implemented in case an
mtruder gained access to the school grounds, and thereby made a ministerial duty chat left no
room for discretion by the SANDY HOOK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL. teachers and/or: staff
to effectuate in a time of emergency; henceforth violating the ministerial duty created by 'THIE
TOWN, THE BOARD, and SANDY HOOK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL to provide a safe
school environment, which all voluntarily undertook when the “lock down™ and evacuation plan
was creared, but which was rendesed impossible to follow, with so many key componcents
nussing for a successful implementation, after creating the ministeral duty to do so, all in

violation of C.GG.5. 152-557n.

. The details and proscriptions of this plan lefr no discretion to the teachers or other emplovees

and were to be followed as outhined for the safcrj\: of the children at SANDY HOOK h

A\D




14,

15,

10.

ELEMENTARY SCHOOIL, by mandate of THIX BOARD, THE TOWN and SANDY HOOK
ELEMENTARY SCHOOILL.

‘The Defendant had created a ministerial duty for all emplovees, agents and members to take
whatever precautions necessary and enumerated in the safery procedutes set forth by THE
BOARD, THE TOWN OF NEWTOWN, and THE SANDY HOOK FLEMIINTARY
SCHOOL, to protect the Plainuff from his wrongful death on December 14, 2012 due to the
creation of their own internal policies codified in the Boatd of [iducation’s internal handbools,
policics, procedures, and other codified rules and regulations concerning student safery
mandated under CGS §2334, and due to their acute knowledge of the imminent and apparent
harm the intruder ADAM LANZA presented to the identifiable victims of the SANDY HOOK
ELEMENTARY SCHOQIL when he first shot out the front windows of the school on
December 14, 2012; at which time the fact an intruder was present on the school premises, and
the fact that the identifiable victims were in an imminent harm became appatent to the staff,
agents, emplovees and members of THE SANDY HOOK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL.

On December 14, 2012, at approximately 9:30am, the front doots of SANDY HOOK
LLEMENTARY SCHOOL were locked for the beginning of the school day as part of the
aforementioned safery policy estblished by the TOWN, THE BOARD and THE SCHOOI..
Located directly to the right side of the locked front doors of the school was a non-safety glass

window with dimensions of approximately theee (3) feet in width and four (4) feet in height.




17.

18.

19.

20.

JESSLL LEWTS was located within the school building at 9:30am on December 14, 2012, in

classroom (10}, his First grade classroom for the school hours of the day, as a student of the
SANDY HOOK ELEMENTARY SCHOQOL, which is a public school.

At approximately 9:35am AID.AM LANZA shot out the window located next to the locked
school doors, and gained easy access to SANIDY HOOK ELEMENTARY SCHOOLL.

The main office staff reported hearing glass breaking and gunshots at approximately 9:35 am and
saw a white male with a hat and sunglasses, later identified as ADAM LLANZA, come into the
building wich a rifle-type gun; and was scen shooting the rifle down the hallway where JESSL
LEWTY classroom was located.

ADAM LANZA shot down the hallway at the principal and other seaff ar this time and killed the
principal and the school psychologist who had exited conference room 9 at the end of the
hallway to sce what the lond banging (gunfire) noises were; all were attending a planning and

placement meeting with odher staff members and 2 student’s parents.

. A staff member standing behind the principal and school psyehologist was shot in the leg; but

remained prone on the ground for a moment before crawling back into confesence room nine
{9 and made a call to 9-1-1 also immediately turning on the school intercom system through the
phone located in toom nine (9), which allowed other areas of the school to hear what was going

on in the building.
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ADAM LANZA then entered the main office to the school, where all staff members were

hiding within the office; AIXAM LANZA exited the school office; and then he entered the

school office again; during which time 1o shots were fired and there was a lull in the gunfire.

L After ADAM LANZ.VS second exit from the main office, the office staff immediately called 9-

1-1.

- ADAM LANZA then entered the unlocked doors of classtooms cight (8) and then ten (10), the

first grade classrooms of SANDY HOOK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL..

LAt the time ADAM LANZLN eatered these rooms, no doors had been locked, none of the

children had been moved to a safe location, like the bathroom located inside both of these

classrooms; bathrooms which could be locked from the inside.

. Neither classeoom cight (8) nor classroom ten (10) had internal locks to their doots; the only

way to lock these doors was to lock them from the outside with a key; despite hearing the
gunshots that broke the glass window, the gunshots that killed the prineipal and school
psvchologist; the gunshots that wounded the other staff member who opened the intercom
system from conference room nine (9); ox the lull in gunfire that transpired in the time that it
took the intruder, ADAM LANZ.A, to investigate the main office before te-enteting the hallway
and opening the unlocked doors to classrooms cight (8) and ten (10); thereby effectively no
classroom doors were locked in accordance with the aforementioned lock-down or evacuation

procedutes established by THI TOWN OF NEWTOWN, THE B(n).\RD (SI*' EDUCATION,




and THE SANDY HOOK BELEMENTARY SCHOOL, and wete therefore not followwed in
classrooms cight (8) and ten (10).

27. Classroom cight (8) was occupied by a substitute teacher who had neither a key to lock the door,
nor any knowledge or taining regarding the aforementioned safety and security protocols
recently rehearsed at SANDY HOOK LLIEMENTARY SCHOOL in case an intruder ox other
dangerous individual gained access to the school.

28. Upon entering classrooms cight (8) and ten (10) the ADAM LANZA killed twenty students and
four adults before taking his own life outside classroom ten (10).

29. JESSE LEWIS was one of the twenty (20) students killed.

30. On December 1, 202 THIEL BOARD, and its staff and emplovees negligently left the seaff of
THE SANDY HOOK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL in a position where it could nor adhere to
the mandatory safety policies and procedures, such as “lock-down” and evacuation, established
by THE TOWN OF NEWTOWN, THIL BOARD OF EDUCNXITON and THIL SANDY
HOOK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL in one or mote of the following ways thereby causing the
wrongful death of JESSE LEWTS and other damages set forth hegein:

a. They failed to provide SANDY HOOK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL with doors that
could be locked from the inside thereby making the “lock down” portion of the
safety protocols virtually impossible to follow, in violation of C.GG.S. §52-557n.

b. The Plaintiff brings this actionvpursuant to ¢ 52-555 of ti;.c Connecticut General

Statutes.
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They failed to wain and supervise the staff at SANDY HOOK ELEMENTARY
SCHOOL on the proper way to implement the “lock down™ and evacuation
procedures as nstituted by, THE BOARD THE TOWN OF NEWTOWN AND
THE SANDY HOOK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL for situations precisely like the
one that presented itself on December 14, 2012, in violation of C.(G.5.8 52-557n;
They failed to provide certain teachers with keys to the classrooms or training ot
information concerning the “lock down procedure” thereby making it impossible to
even attempt to lock the doors to the classroom, which could only be locked from
the outside with a key, in violation of C.G.S. §52-557n;

They failed to provide a security guard, or any other type of law enfotcement
personnel to assist in the implementation of the policies and procedutes should an
intruder enter the building, while leaving a large enough non-safety glass window
directly to the right of the locked outer doors of the school; making access to the
building relatively simple, and successful “lock down” of the building virtually
impossible, in violation of C.(GG.8. & 52-557n;

‘They left the school exterior unprotected from intruders by leaving a theee (3) foot
wide by four (4) foot high non-security glass window located directly to the tight of
the locked exterior doots of the school; essentially rendering the locking of the

school doors; a mandated requirement instituted by THLE BOARD, THE TOWN
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OF NEWTOWN and SANDY HOOK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL a uscless and
purposeless gesture in violaton of C.G.8.8 52-557n;

They failed to follow their own guidelines tegarding school safety which THIE
BOARD THE TOWN, and THE SANDY HOOK LLEMEINTARY SCHOOL
established in accordance with Connecticut General Statutes 533 10-220, 10-220f and
10-221, which then became ministerial in nature once established to all agents,
employees, and members of the BOARD and THIZ SANDY HOOK
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL, by failing to provide adequate equipment and training
to the staff and personnel of THIL SANDY HOOK BLEMENTARY SCHOOL on
how to successfully implement the “lock down™ and evacuation security plan, in
violation of C.G.5. § 52-557n;

‘They left the teachers and staff with no discretion in implementing the policies and
procedures for a “lock-down” and evacuation if an intruder entered SANDY
HOOK ELEMENTARY SCHOOQOL, but failed to provide the same individuals with
the proper equipment, building security, and training to effectuate the ministerial
duty of following the safety protocols, in violation of $52-557n;

The harm to which JESSE LIWIS was exposed was imminent in that it was isolated
to the collection of times from when the shooter shot out the front window until he

ultimately commitred sutcide; and was geographically restricted to the area in which

JESSE LIS and his classmates were located in their classrooms; in that the
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teachers and staff in his classroom were well-aware of this imminent harm as gun
shots had been firing down the hallway outside the door to JESSE LEWIS?
classroom killing both the school principal at the end of the hallway, the school
psychologist ar the end of the hallway, and injuring at least one staff member at the
end of the hallway; therefore the teacher(s) in JLESSE LEWTS’ classroom wete on
notice that an imminent harn was present to the identfiable victims in the
classroom but could not implement the mandarory security guidelines because the
BOARD failed to provide adequate equipment and resources to do so in violation of
C.G.8. §52-557n; and

The danger was appatent to JESSE LIS teacher(s) in that it was easily observed
and understood that gunfire down the hallway outside the classroom door would
expose the children instde to an immediate and undeniable danger, and the teacher’s
failure to act to lock the door, in part because the substitute was not provided with a
key to do so, or otherwise follow the “lock-down” and evacuation procedure, of
which the substitute teacher had no knowledge, training or experience, would place
the students, including JESSL LIIWTS, in immediate danger, but the teachers and
other staff, ageats and employvees could not implement the mandatory secutity
guidelines because the BOARD failed to provide adequate equipment and resourees

to do so.
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31. \s a result direct of the failure to provide the necessary equipment and training to follow the
safery and security guidelines established by THIE TOWN OF NEWTOWN, THE BOARD,
and THE SANDY HOOK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL, the intruder was able to gain access to
JESSE LEWTS classroom and same failure resulted in the shooting and failute to follow the
proscribed protocols, thereby leading to JIISSE LEWIS suffering massive fatal injuries and
death.

32. JESSE LEWIS suffered both physically and mentally prior to his untmely death,

33, THE LSTATL OF JIESSIE LEWTS incurred both medical expenses and burial and funeral
expenses, as a result of the events following the shooting;

34, Because of his death, JSSIE LIIWTS capacity to enjoy life’s activities and have 2 family were
completely and permanently extinguished; and

35, JESSE LEWIS was a studious and dedicated student who's life was cut short before he could
finish his education, begin a carcer, and he therefore lost a lifetime of potential camings, and the
opportuaity for the partcipation in a lifetime of experiences and enjoyment.

SECOND COUNT (THE ESTATE OF JESSE LEWIS, SCARLETT LEWIS AS

ADMINISRATRIX, NEIL HESLIN AS CO-ADMINISTRATOR, against THE TOWN

OF NEWTOWN)

1. Plaintff, SCARLETT LEWIS is the duly appointed Administeatrix of the Dstate of her son,
JESSELEWIS and NEIL HESLIN is co-administrator of the estate (heteinafter, “JI2SSE

LEWIS™).
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Defendant, THIS TOWN OF NEWTOWN (Hereinafrer and previously refegred to as “THIZ
TOWN?), was, upon information and belicf, a corpotate entite or government politic charged
with the safety and education of the inhabitants of its town, including the edueation of the
childzen located therein from grade school through high school; and the safety of those children
while in the schools and ar the school functions established by THI TOWN under CGSEY 17a-
101,

At all matexial times herein, DAVID FLEISHMAN was the TOWN O NEWTOWN'S
Superintendent of Schools, and was responsible for coordinating, implementing, and
communicating THE BOARIYS policies, procedures, regulations, directives, and statutory and
legal mandates, among the Defendant, THE TOWN’S individual schools, including, Defendant,
SANDY HOOK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL and was also responsible for the hiring, training,
supervision, professional development and general guidance of the Newtown public schools’
teachers, cducational assistants and employees as dictated by THE BOARD through the
TOWN.

At all material times herein, DAVID FLEISHMAN, as the TOWN’S superinrendent was
responsible for the operation, supervision, control and safery of students and for managing the
entite TOWN’S Public School system, overseeing school administrators” management of day-to-
day operations of individual schools, including, SANIDY HOOK ELEMENTARY SCHOQL,,
and acting as Haison between the individual schools and Defendant, THE BOARD as an

extension of the Defendant, THLE TOWN, via their agents, servants, employees, or

14

AN



6.

=i

representatives, who were responsible for the creation, maintenance, supervision, operation,
and/or control, of the NEWTOWN PURLIC SCHOOLS, as delegated by the Defendant, THE
TOWN.

At all material times herein the supermrtendent was an agent, servant, emplovee, or other
representative of the Defendant, THE BOARD, and/or the Defendant, THE TOWN.

At all material times herein the Defendant, THI TOWN, acting through its agents at the
Defendant, THI: BOARD, was uader 2 legal and ministerial duty to create, enforce, and abide
by a collection of rules and regulations concerning various employee and student conduct,
allegations, investigations, penaltics, and to ensure student safety and well-being under 537 10-
233, 10-220, 10-220f, 172-101,10-222d, and 10-221.

At all material times herein the Defendant, THIR TOWN, acting through its agents at the
Defendant, THE BOARD, and along with the Defendant THE SANDY HOOK
FLEMENTARY SCHOOIL, under the requirements of CGS 7 10-220f instituted school safety
policics and procedures whicl left no area for discretion by its implementers, concerning the
safety of the schools in the NEWTOWN PUBLIC SCHOQOI, district, including the “lock-
down” and evacuation plan previously practiced in a “drill” setting, but never before
implemented by the SANDY HOOK ELEMENTARY staff; prior to nor on the December 14,
2012 incident at THE SANDY HOOK BELEMIZTARY SCHOQL the failure of which to
implement same, resulted in the death of twenty (20) students, including, JIISSE LEWIS, in

violation of C.G.8. £52.557n.
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‘The Defendant, THE TOWN, acting through an extension of iwself, the Defendant, THIS
BOARD, failed to provide the staff of SANDY H()O—K ELEMENTARY SCHOOI, with the
necessary infosmation, tools, and training to propesdy implement the safety protocols previously
established by THE BOARD, THE TOWN AND THE SANDY HOOK BLEAMNTARY
SCHOOL regarding intrudess on the SANDY HOOK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL. grounds,
making it so that THE SANDY HOOK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL staff was unable to
implement said security protocols on December 4, 2012 when the intruder entered the
building, m violation of C.G.5. & 52.557n.

The Defendant, THE TOWN, acting through its agents at the Defendant, THE BOARD, failed
to provide a substitute teacher, or teacher, in classroom eight (8) or ten (10) with a key to lock
the doot to the classzoom, or the proper training regarding the mandatosy “lock-down” and
evacuation plan the teachers were to follow should an intruder enter the school premises,
making it impossible for said teacher to follow the ministerial duty of implementing the safety
protocols when the intruder’s presence became known, in violation of C.(G.8.552-557a

The Defendant, THIS TOWN, acting through its agents at the Defendant, THE BOARD, failed
to provide the SANDY HOOK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL with doors to the even numbered
classtrooms that could be locked from the inside, and had to be locked from the outside by use
of a key, thereby making it impossible for the teachers of SANDY HOOK BELEMENTARY
SCHOOL to follow the ministerial duty of locking down the school and evacuating students

when the intrader, ADAM LANZNs, presence became known in violadon of C.G.S. 3525570,
P 3
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11. The Defendant, THIE TOWN, acting through its agents at the Defendant, THE BOARD, failed
to provide the SANDY HOOK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL with a secure front entrance,
leaving a non-security glass window, with measurements of nearly three (3) feet wide by four (4)
feer high directly next to the locked doors of the school; essentially rendering the locking of the
school doors irrelevant and impotenr in the school “lock-down” plan, in violation of C.G.5.552-
557n.

. 'The Defendant, THE TOWN, acting through its agents ar the Defendant, THE BOARD, failed
to follow or provide its school systems with the necessary tools to implement the security and
safety guidelines which 'THI: BOARD, THE TOWN and SANDY HOOK ELEMENTARY
SCHOOL implemented and made a ministetial duty thar left no room for discretion by the
SANDY HOOK LELEMENTARY SCHOOL teachers and staff co effectuate in a time of
emetgency, theteby violating THIZ BOARD'S, TOWN’S and SCHOOI’S own ministerial duty
to provide a safe school environment, which it voluntarily undertook but failed to follow after
implementing a ministerial duty to do so.

13. The details of the Defendant, THIL TOWN, acting through its agents at the Defendant, THIE
BOARD, ministerial plan were reduced to writing and hung on the inside of classrooms within
SANDY HOOK RLEMENTARY SCHOOILL on December 14, 2012, but were impossible to
follow because the Defendant, THE TOWN, acting through its agents at the Defendant, THE

BOARD, had violated the conditions of same by failing to provide adequate training,
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supervision, and equipment to implement said security procedures, thereby violating C.(5.8.552-
557n.

The details of this plan left no discretion to the teachers or other emplovees and were to be
followed as outlined for the safery of the children at SANDY HOOK ELEMENTARY
SCHOOL, by mandate of the Defendane, THE TOWN, acting through its agents at the
Defendant, THIL BOARD,.

‘The Defendant had a ministerial duty to take whatever precautions necessary to protect the
Plaintiff from his wrongful death on December 14, 2012 due to their own internal policies
codified in the Board of [iducation’s internal handbooks, policies, procedures, and other
codified rules and regulations concerning student safety mandarted under CGS 72334, and due to
their acute knowledge and the specific danger the shooter presented to the identifiable victims of
the SANDY HOOKN ELEMENTARY SCHOOI. when he shot out the front windows and the
fact an intruder was present on the school premises became appatent.

On December 14, 2012, at approximately 9:30am, the front doors of SANDY HOOK
LLEMENTARY SCHOOI, were locked for the beginning of the school day to secure the
school as they typically were on every other day.

Located directly to the right side of the locked front doors of the school was a non-safety glass

window with dimensions of approximately three (3) feer in width and four (4) feer in heighr.,




18. JIISSE TLIEWTS was located within the school building at 9:30am on December 14, 2012, in

19.

20

classroom (10), his First grade classtoom for the school hours of the day, as a student of the
SANDY HOOK BLEMENTARY SCHOOL, which is a public school,

At approximately 9:35pm ADAM LANZA shot out the window located nest to the locked
school doors, and gained easy access to SANDY HOOK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL..

The main office staff reported hearing glass breaking and gunshots ac approximately 9:35 am and
saw a white male with a hat and sunglasses, later identified as AIDAM LANZ.\, come into the
building with a rifle-type gun; he was scen shooting the sifle down the hallway where JISSIE

LEXWIS classroom was located. .

- ADAM LANZA shot down the hallway at the principal and other staff at this time and kitled the

principal and the school psychologist who had exited conference room 9 at the end of the
hallway to see what the loud banging (gunfite) noises were; all were attending a planning and

placement meeting with other staff members and a student’s parents.

2. .\ staff member standing behind the principal and school psychologise was shot in the leg; but

retnained prone on the ground for a moment before erawling back into conference room nine
(#) and made 2 call to 9-1-1 also immediately turning on the school intercom system theough the
phone located in room nine (9), which allowed other areas of the school to hear what was going

on m the building,




ADAN LANZA then entered the main office to the school, where all staff members were

hiding within the office; ADAM LANZ.\ exited the school office; and then he entered the

school office again; during which time no shots wete fived and there was a lull in the gunfire.

- After ADAM LANZVS second exit from the main office, the office staff immediately called 9-

1-1.

ADAMLANZA then entered the unlocked doors of classrooms eight (8) and then ten (10}, the

fixst grade classrooms of SANDY HOOK ELEAMENTARY SCHOOL.

At the time ADAM LANZA entered these rooms, no doors had been locked, none of the

children had been moved to a safe location, like the bathroom located inside both of dhese

classrooms; bathrooms which could be locked from the inside.

. Netther classroom cight (8) nor classroom ten (10) had internal locks to their doors; the only

way to lock these doors was to lock them from the ourside with a key; despite hearing the
gunshots that broke the glass window, the gunshots that killed the principal and school
psrchologtst; the gunshots that wounded the other staff member who opened the intercom
system from conference room nine (9); or the lull in gunfive that transpired in che time that it
took the intruder, ADAM LANZA, to investigate the main office before re-entering the hallway
and opening the unlocked doors to classrooms eight (8) and ten (10); thereby effectively no
classroom doors were locked ia accordance with the aforementioned lock-down or evacuation

procedutes established by THL TOWN OF NEWTOWN, THE BOARD OF EDUCATION,
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and THE SANDY HOOK ELEMENTARY SCHOQL., and were therefore not followed in

classrooms eight (8) and ten (10).

. Classtoom cight (8) was occupied by a substirute teacher who had neither 2 key to lock the door,

nor any knowledge or training regarding the aforementioned safety and security protocols
recently rehearsed ar SANDY HOOK ELEMENTARY SCHQOOL in case an intruder or other

dangerous individual gained access to the school.

. Upon enteting classsooms cight (8) and ten (10) the ADAM LANZ\ killed twenty students and

four adults before taking his own life outside classroom ten (10).

JESSE LEWIS was one of the twenty (20) studenes kifled.

On December 14, 2012 THL TOWN, acting through its agents at the Defendant, THI
BOARD, failed to adhere to the mandatory safety policies and procedures which they
implemented, making them ministerial in narure, in one ot more of the following ways thereby
causing the wrongful death of JESSIE LEWIS and other damages set forth herein:
i They failed to provide SANDY HOOK FLEMENTARY SCHOOL. with doots that
could be locked from the mside.
b. The Plantiffs bring this action pursuant to £ 52-355 of the Connecticut General
Statutes.
c. ‘They failed to train and supervise the staff at SANDY HOOK ELEMENTARY

SCHOOL on the proper way to implement the lock down and evacuatdon
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procedures as proscribed by the Defendant, THL TOWN through its agents ar the
Defendant, THE BOARD; in violation of CGS 7 52-557n

They failed to provide certain teachers with keys to the classrooms to attempt to lock
the doors to the classroom, which could only be locked from the outside with a key;
"The failed to provide a security guard, ot any other type of law enfotcement
personnel to assist in the implementation of the policies and procedures should an
intruder enter the building; in violation of CGS ¥ 52-557a

They left the school exterior unprotected from intruders by leaving a three (3) foot
wide by four () foot high non-security glass window located directly nexe to the
locked doors of the school; essentially rendering the locking of the school doors; a
mandated sequirement instituted by the Defendant, THIL TOWN through its agents
at the Defendant, THE BOARID, 2 useless and purposeless gesture in violation of
CGS §52-557m;

They failed to follow theit own guidelines regarding school safety which they
established in accordance with Connecticut General Statures £33 10-220, 10-220f and
10-221 which became ministerial in nature once established, by failing to provide
adequate equipment and training to the staff and pessonnel of SANDY HOOK
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL in violation of CGS £ 52-557n;

They left the reachers and staff with no discretion in implementing the policies and

procedures for a lock-down and evacuation if an intruder entered SANDY HOOK
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ELEMENTARY SCHOOL, bur failed to provide the same individuals swith the
proper equipment and training to cffectuate the ministerial duty of following the
safety protocols, in violation of CGS £ 52-557n;

‘The harm to which JIISSE LEWIS was exposed was imminent in that it was isolared
to the collection of minutes from when the ADAM LANZA shot out the front
window until he ultimately committed suicide; and was restricted to the area in which
JESSL LEWTS and his classmates wete located in their classrooms in that the
teachers and staff in his classroom were well-aware of this imminent harm as gun
shots had been firing down the hallway outside the door to JESSI LEWISS
classroom killing both the school principal at the end of the hallway, the school
psychologist at the end of the hallway, and injuring at least one staff member at the
end of the hallway; therefore the teacher(s) in JIESSE LIXWIS'S classroom were on
notice that an imminent harm was present to the identifiable victims in the
classtoom but could not implement the mandatory sccurity guidelines because THE
TOWN through its agents at the Defendant, THE BOARD failed to provide
adequate equipment and resources to do so in vielaton of CGS § 52-557n; and

‘The danger was appareat to JISSIE LEWIS'S teacher(s) in that it was easily observed
and understood that gunfire down the hallway outside the classroom door would
expose the children inside to an immediate and undeniable danger, and the teacher’s

Failure 1o act ro lock the door or otherwise follow the lock-down procedure would
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place the students, including JESSE LEWIS, in immediate danger but the teachers
could not implement the mandatory secutity guidelines because THE TOWN
through its agents at the Defendant, THIZ BOARD failed to provide adequate

equipment and resources to do so i violation of CGS F 52-557n.

31, s a result of the shooting and failure to follow the proscribed protocols, JISSE LEWIS
suffered massive injuties and death.
32, JESSE LEWTS suffered both physically and mentally prior to his vatimely death.

. THE ESTATE OF JESSE LEWIS incurred both medical expenses and bural and funcral

(83 ]
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expenses, as a tesult of the events following the shooting;

34, Because of his death, JESSE LEWTS’ capacity to enjoy life’s activities and have a family were
completely and permanently extinguished; and

35. JESSL LEWIS was a studious and dedicared student who'’s Iife was cut short before he could
finish his education, begin a carcer, and he therefore lost a lifetime of potental carnings, and the
opportunity for the participation in a lifetime of experiences and enjoyment.

THIRD COUNT (THE ESTATE OF JESSE LEWIS, SCARLETT LEWIS AS

ADMINISRATRATRIX, NEIL HESLIN AS CO-ADMINSTRATOR against SANDY
HOOKELEMENTARY SCHOOL)

1. Plaintiff, SCARLITT LEWIS is the duly appointed Administratrix of the Estate of her son,
JESSE LEWTS, NEIL HESLIN AS CO-ADMINISTRATOR of thie estate (hereinaftes, “JESSE

LEWIS”).
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Defendant, SANDY HOOK FLEMENTARY SCHOQL., was, at all times mentioned hereln, 2
learning institution existing under the rules, regulations, and guidelines of the Connecticut
General Statutes, NEWTOWN BOARD OFF EDUCNTTON, the TOWN OF NEWTOWN
and the State of Connecticut, and subject to the same rules and regulations as aforementioned.
SANDY HOOK. ELEMENTARY SCHOOIL. was, at all times mentioned herein, located in the
town of Newtown, County of Fairfield, and State of Connecticut.

‘The defendant, SANDY HOOK LLEMENTARY SCHOOL, was 1o follow safety proceduses
and policies enacted by THII TOWN of NEWTOWN, THE NEWTOWN BOARD of
EDUCATION and THE SANDY HOOK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL for the safety of its
students during school hours; most specifically a “lock-down” and evacuation plan enacted
should a stranger, or other improper or dangerous individual enter the school during school
houss, or otherwise endanger the students, and to ensure the safety of its students.

The derails of this plan were relaved to school personnel priot to December 14, 2012, and had
been rehearsed and practiced by staff and students days/wecks eaclier in a “dsill” fashion.

The details of this plan left no discretion to the teachers or other emplovees of SANDY HOOK
ELEMNTARY SCHOOL. as to how it was to be cartied out, and was to be followed as outlined
for the safety of the childsen at SANDY HOOK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL., as developed by
THE TOWN OF NEWTOWN, THE BOARD OF EDUCATION, and THE SANDY

HOOKN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL..




7. On December 14, 2012, at approximately 9:30am, the front doors of SANDY HQOK
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL were locked for the beginning of the school day as part of the
aforementioned safety policy established by the TOWN, 'THI: BOARD and THE SCHOOJ..

8. Located direetly to the ught side of the locked front doors of the school was a non-safety glass
window with dimensions of approximately three (3) feet in width and four (1) feet in heighe.

9. JESSE LIWIS was located within the school building at 9:30am on December 14, 2012, in
classroom (10), his Iigst grade classroom for the school hours of the day, as a student of the
SANDY HOOK ELEMENTARY SCHOQI., which is a public school.

1. At approximately 9:35am ADAM LANZ.A shot out the window located next to the locked
school doots, and gained easy access to SANDY HOOK FLEMENTARY SCHOQL.

11

‘The main office staff reported hearing glass breaking and gunshots at approsimately 9:35 am and
saw 4 white male with a hat and sunglasses, later ideatified as AIDAM LANZN\, come into the
building with a rifle-type gun; and was scen shooting the rifle down the hallway where JESSI:
LEWIS classroom was located,

ADAM LANZA shot down the hallway ar the principal and other staff at this time and killed the
principal and che school psyehologist who had exited conference room 9 at the end of the
hallway ro sce what the loud banging (gunfire) noises were; all were atrending a planning and
placement meeting with other staff members and a student’s parenes.

13 A staff member standing behind the principal and school psychologist was shot in the leg; bue

remained prone on the ground for a moment before crawling back into conference room nine
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(%) and made a call to 9-1-1 also immediately turning on the school ntercom system through the
phone located in room nine (9), which allowed other areas of the school to hear what was going

on in the building,
ADAM LANZA then eatered the main office to the school, where all staff members were
hiding within the office; ADAM LANZN exited the school office; and then he entered the

school office again; during which time no shots were fired and there was a lull in the gunfire.

- Afrer ADAM LANZNS sccond exit from the main office, the office staff immediately called 9-

16,

1-1.
ADAM LANZA then entered the unlocked doors of classtooms cight (8) and then ten (10), the

first grade classrooms of SANDY HOOK ELEMIENTARY SCHOOL.

L Aethe dme ADAM LANZA entered these rooms, no doors had been locked, none of the

18,

children had been moved to a safe location, like the bathroom located inside both of these
classrooms; bathrooms which could be locked from the inside.

Neither classroom cight (8) nor classroom ten (10) had intesnal locks to their doors; the only
way to lock these doors was to lock them from the outside with a key; despite hearing the
gunshots that broke the glass window, the gunshots that killed rhe principal and school
psychologist; the gunshots that wounded the other staff member who opened the intercom
system from conference room nine (9); or the lull in gunfire that transpired in the time that it
took the shooter to investigate the main office before re-entering the hallway and opening the

unlocked doors to classrooms cight (8) and ten (10); thereby effectively no classroom doors were




locked in accordance with the aforementioned lock-down or evacuation procedures established
by THE TOWN O NEWTOWN, THE BOARD OF EDUCATION, and THE SANDY
HOOK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL, and wete therefore not followed in classrooms eight (8)

and ten (10).

- Classroom eight (8) was occupied by a substitute teacher who had neither a key o lock the door,

nor any knowledge or training regarding the aforementioned safety and security protocols
recently rehearsed at SANDY HOOK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL. in case an intruder or other

dangerous individual gained access to the school.

. Upon entering classrooms eight (8) and ten (1) the ADAM LANZA killed twenty students and

four adults before taking his own life outside elassroom ten (10).

JESSE LEWITS was one of the rwenty (20) students killed.

. On December 14, 2012 the SANDY HOOK FELEMENTARY SCHOOL, negligently failed o

adhere to the mandatory safety policies and proceduses, such as “lock-down™ and evacuation,
established by THE TOWN OF NEWTOWN, THII BOARD OF EDUCATION and THE
SANDY HOOK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL in one or mote of the following ways thereby
causing the wrongful death of JISSE LIXWIS and other damages set forth herein:
a. They failed to lock the doors to the classtooms cight {8) and ten (1) to prevent the
ADAM LANZ. access to those rooms in violation of Connecticut Genceral Statutes

% 52.557n.
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‘The Plaintiff brings this action pursuant to 752-555 of the Connecticur General
Statutes;

They failed to rake the students to a safer location within the classroom, such as the
bathroom; which had an internal locking mechanism to the door; in violation of
C.G.5. ¥ 52-557m;

‘They did not or could not take the necessary efforts to follow the mandatory “lock-
down” or evacuation protocols, in violation of C.(3.8.7 52-557n;

They had run drills days eardier to prepare for such a contingency and did not follow
the protocols and procedures outlined in the mandatory safety procedures, or
practiced in the drills, despite having no discretion in enacting these proscribed
safery measures, in vielation of C.G.S. 152-557n;

"Uhey did not, ot were unable, to take steps to protect, secure, or otherwise prevent
the killing of the decedent, despite having adequare notice that an intruder was on
premises and inflicting mortal wounds to staff and personnel of SANDY HOOK
LLEMENTARY SCHOQI,; despite having a lull in the shooting within which the
“lock-down” procedure could have been effecruated as demanded by the protocol,
and despite having a plan in place for just such a contingency, in violation of C.G.8.0
52-557m;

By failing to provide the staff and other agents of SANDY HOOK ELENENTARY

SCHOOL with the necessary tools and rraining to implement the saferv protocols,
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such as keys to the doors in order to lock same, the “lock-down™ and evacuation
plan itself, a sccure building without access for trespassers once the doors were
locked, and various othet tools and information which would have allowed the
teachers and staff of SANDYHOORK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL in rooms eight (8)
and ten (10) to follow the proscibed safety and lock-down procedures, in violation
of C.G.S. §52-557n

As a student of SANDY HOOK BLEMENTARY SCHOOL, JIESSIE LEWIS was
an identifiable victim of an imminent harm that had become transpatent to the
teacher(s) in his classroom when the first shots were fived by the shooter to gain
access to the building;

‘The teachers had no discretion in enacting the policies and procedutes for the safe
“lock down” and evacuation of the school if a trespasser or other dangetous and
improper individual entered school property by the mandates of the safety policies
and procedures set forth by THE TOWN OF NEWTOWN, THE BOARD QF
LDUCNTTON and THIE SANDY HOOK RLEMENTARY SCHOOL,;

The harm to which JESSE LEWIS was exposed was imminent in that it was isolated
m time to the collection of minutes from when ADAM LANZA first shot out the
front window unel he ulidmately ook his own life; and was restricted to the area in
which JESSE LEWIS and his classmates were located in their classrooms; in that the

teachers and other staff m his classroom were well-aware of this imminent hare as

AMD




gun shots had been firing down the hallway outside the door to J[ESSE LEWIS
classroom killing both the school principal at the end of the hallway, the school
psychologist at the end of the hallway, and injuring at least one staff member at the
end of the hallway; therefore the teacher(s) in JLSSE LEWIS classroom were on
notice that an immineat harm was present to the identifiable victims in their
classroom; and

k. ‘The danger was apparent to JIISSE LEWTS? teacher(s) and other staff in his
classroom in that it was easily observed and understood that gunfire down the
hallway outside the classroom door would expose the childeen inside same classtoom
to an immediate 